





2.0 Executive Summary

Table 2-3
Impact Summary Table — Proposed Project and Alternatives Before Mitigation
No Community Plan AeaE n Clustered
Encroachment Reduced Density
Proposed Development Development " : Development
Impact ; . : Avoidance Alternative .
Project Alternative Alternative AETETe (Alternative 3) Alternative
(Alternative 1A) (Alternative 1B) (Alternative 2) (Alternative 4)

Land Use
4-3: Inconsistency with plans and policies Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a

Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
4-4: Permanent loss of farmland Significant No Impact a Significant o Significant L] Significant L] Significant Q
4-5: Compa_tlblllty with adjacent Agricultural P_ote_n_tlally No Impact a No Impact ° P_ote_n_tlally - P_ote_n_nally a P_ote_n_nally a
uses on project-level parcels Significant Significant Significant Significant
4-6: Land use conflicts due to the project’s Potentially No Impact a Less than ° Potentially ° Potentially ° Potentially °
proposed electrical substation Significant P Significant Significant Significant Significant
4-7: Compatibility with adjacent Agricultural Potentially Potentially a Potentially ° Potentially - Potentially - Potentially a
uses on program-level parcels Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
4-8: Williamson Act Contract Cancellation Significant No Impact a Significant o Significant [ Significant o Significant L]
Population, Employment, Housing
5-3: Development of project level parcels Potentiall Less than Potentiall Potentiall Potentiall Potentiall
would increase the demand/need for affordable otentiafly S Q otentially a otenually ° otentially Q otentially .
housing Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
5'45 Displacement of existing dwelling units on Significant L?SS. t'han a Significant [ Significant L] Significant [ Significant °
project-level parcels Significant
5-5: Development of program-level parcels . . . ) )

A Potentially Less than Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially
\rl]vglﬂciingcrease the demand/need for affordable Significant Significant - Significant d Significant - Significant d Significant °
5-6: Displacement of existing dwelling units on | Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially

o No Impact a o ° N ° o ° o .
program-level parcels Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
Biology
6-1: Loss of jurisdictional and potentially non- Less than
jurisdictional wetlands and other waters of the Significant S Q Significant Q Significant Q Significant Q Significant Q

. Significant
U.S. on project-level parcels
Key:
B Proposed Project preferred over the alternative
Q Alternative preferred over the Proposed Project
® No clear environmental preference between the alternative and the Proposed Project.
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Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan EIR

Table 2-3

Impact Summary Table — Proposed Project and Alternatives Before Mitigation

No Community Plan AeaE n Clustered
Encroachment Reduced Density
Proposed Development Development " : Development
Impact ; . : Avoidance Alternative :
Project Alternative Alternative AETETe (Alternative 3) Alternative
(Alternative 1A) (Alternative 1B) (Alternative 2) (Alternative 4)
6-2: Temporary loss of jurisdictional wetlands Less than
and other waters of the U.S. Significant Significant Q Significant Q Significant Q Significant Q Significant Q
6-3: Potential loss of special-status plant Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a
species populations Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-4: Potential loss of habitats used by special- | Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a
status vernal pool branchiopods Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-5: Potential degradation of aquatic habitats Potentially Less than o Potentially o Potentially o Potentially a Potentially a
used by special-status fish species Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-6: Loss and degradation of aquatic habitats Potentially Less than o Potentially o Potentially o Potentially a Potentially a
potentially used by the western pond turtle Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-7: Loss of wetlands and grasslands that may | Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a
be occupied by the western spadefoot Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-8: Removal of suitable roosting and nesting | Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially ° Potentially a Potentially °
habitats for special-status bat species Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-9: Potential loss of habitats suitable for the Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a
American badger Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-10: Potential loss of habitats used by Potentially Less than o Potentially o Potentially ° Potentially a Potentially °
foraging Swainson’s hawks Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-11: Potential loss or disturbance of burrows Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially ° Potentially a Potentially °
used by nesting burrowing owls Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-12: Mortality of nesting bird species that are . . . . .
- - Potentially Less than Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially
protected under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act S o a S a R ° S a S °
or the CDEG Code Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-13: Loss of native trees that are protected Less than
under the Placer County Tree Preservation Significant o a Significant a Significant ° Significant a Significant o
) Significant
Ordinance
6-14: Loss of trees within the Doyle Ranch Potentially Less than a Potentially a Less than a Less than a Less than a
mitigation site Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant

Key:
B Proposed Project preferred over the alternative
Q Alternative preferred over the Proposed Project

® No clear environmental preference between the alternative and the Proposed Project.
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2.0 Executive Summary

Table 2-3
Impact Summary Table — Proposed Project and Alternatives Before Mitigation
No Community Plan AeaE n Clustered
Encroachment Reduced Density
Proposed Development Development " : Development
Impact ; . : Avoidance Alternative .
Project Alternative Alternative AETETe (Alternative 3) Alternative
(Alternative 1A) (Alternative 1B) (Alternative 2) (Alternative 4)
6-15: Disturbance to wildlife migration Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a
corridors during construction Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-16: Degradation of designated Open Space | Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a
Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
6-17: Potential loss or disturbance of . . . ) )
elderberry shrubs that may be occupied by the P_ote_n‘tlally Lgss_ t_han o P_ote_n‘tlally ° P_otep_ually ° Ppte_n_tlally ° Ppte_n_tlally °
Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
valley elderberry longhorn beetle
6-18: Potential loss of wetlands on program- Potentially Less than o Potentially o Potentially o Potentially a Potentially a
level parcels Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
Cultural Resources
7-1: Damage to potentially important known Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a
archaeological resources during construction Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
7-2: Damage to cultural resources if Potentially Less than o Potentially o Potentially o Potentially a Potentially a
inadvertently exposed during construction Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
7-3: Damage to paleontological resources Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a
inadvertently exposed during construction Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
Visual Resources
8-1: Temporary and long-term visual impacts Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially ° Potentially ° Potentially °
due to construction Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
8-2: View obstruction and change to Less than
landscape character for motorists on adjacent Significant Significant a Significant [ Significant [ Significant o Significant a
roadways 9
8-3: Visual intrusion and adverse change in . . . ) )
) - d Potentially Less than Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially
v!sual character dge 10 new residences in Significant Significant - Significant ° Significant ° Significant ° Significant o
views from Roseville Cemetery
8-4: Increase in night light and glare Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially ° Potentially a Potentially °
Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
Key:
B Proposed Project preferred over the alternative
Q Alternative preferred over the Proposed Project
® No clear environmental preference between the alternative and the Proposed Project.
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Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan EIR

Table 2-3

Impact Summary Table — Proposed Project and Alternatives Before Mitigation

Impact

Proposed
Project

No
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 1A)

Community Plan
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 1B)

Floodplain
Encroachment
Avoidance
Alternative
(Alternative 2)

Reduced Density
Alternative
(Alternative 3)

Clustered
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 4)

8-5: Visual intrusion due to the project’s
proposed electrical substation

Potentially
Significant

No Impact a

Potentially
Significant

Potentially

Significant °

Potentially
Significant

Potentially
Significant

Transportation and Circulation

9-1: Short-term traffic impacts related to
construction

Potentially
Significant

No Impact a

Potentially
Significant

Potentially
Significant

Potentially
Significant

Potentially
Significant

9-2: Under Existing Plus Project conditions
with PFE Road open, the proposed project
would cause Walerga Road south of the Dry
Creek Bridge to experience a volume to
capacity ratio increase at a substandard LOS
condition, Walerga Road south of the Dry
Creek Bridge to experience volume to capacity
ratio increase at a substandard LOS condition,
and Walerga Road south of PFE Road to
operate at LOS F conditions

Significant

Less than
Significant

Significant Q

Significant [

Significant Q

Significant Q

9-3: Under Existing Plus Project conditions
with PFE Road open, the proposed project
would cause the following intersections to
operate at LOS F: Locust Road at Baseline
Road and Watt Avenue at PFE Road, and
would cause the volume to capacity ratio to
increase at Watt Avenue at Baseline Road,
Walerga Road at Baseline Road, and Walerga
Road at PFE Road, which already operate at
substandard LOS conditions

Significant

Less than
Significant

Significant Qa

Significant o

Significant Qa

Significant ]

9-8: Under Existing Plus Project conditions
with PFE Road open, the proposed project
would increase volumes on SR 65 south of
Blue Oaks Boulevard, and 1-80, from Watt
Avenue to SR 65, which currently operate at
substandard LOS F conditions

Significant

Less than
Significant

Significant Q

Significant [

Significant Q

Significant Q

Key:
B Proposed Project preferred over the alternative
Q Alternative preferred over the Proposed Project

® No clear environmental preference between the alternative and the Proposed Project.
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2.0 Executive Summary

Table 2-3

Impact Summary Table — Proposed Project and Alternatives Before Mitigation

Impact

Proposed
Project

No
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 1A)

Community Plan
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 1B)

Floodplain
Encroachment
Avoidance
Alternative
(Alternative 2)

Reduced Density
Alternative
(Alternative 3)

Clustered
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 4)

9-9: Under Existing Plus Project conditions
with PFE Road open, the proposed project
would increase delay at the following state
highway intersections that currently operate at
a substandard LOS: SR 70/99 at Riego Road,
and SR 70/99 at Elverta Road

Significant

Less than
Significant

Significant Qa

Significant o

Significant Qa

Significant ]

9-10: Under Existing Plus Project conditions with
PFE Road closed, the proposed project would
cause Walerga Road south of Baseline Road,
Walerga Road south of the Dry Creek Bridge
and Walerga Road south of PFE Road to
operate at LOS E conditions

Significant

Less than
Significant

Significant Qa

Significant o

Significant Qa

Significant ]

9-11: Under Existing Plus Project conditions
with PFE Road closed, the proposed project
would cause the following intersections to
operate at LOS F: Locust Road at Baseline
Road and Walerga Road at PFE Road; would
cause the following intersections to operate at
LOS E: Walerga Road at Baseline Road and
Watt Avenue at PFE Road; and would cause
the volume to capacity ratio to increase at Watt
Avenue at Baseline Road, which already
operates at a substandard LOS condition

Significant

Less than
Significant

Significant Q

Significant [

Significant Q

Significant Q

9-16: Under Existing Plus Project conditions
with PFE Road closed, the proposed project
would increase volumes on SR 65, south of
Blue Oaks Blvd, and I-80, from Watt Avenue to
SR 65, which currently operate at substandard
LOS F conditions

Significant

Less than
Significant

Significant Q

Significant [

Significant Q

Significant Q

Key:
B Proposed Project preferred over the alternative
Q Alternative preferred over the Proposed Project

® No clear environmental preference between the alternative and the Proposed Project.
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Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan EIR

Table 2-3

Impact Summary Table — Proposed Project and Alternatives Before Mitigation

Impact

Proposed
Project

No
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 1A)

Community Plan
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 1B)

Floodplain
Encroachment
Avoidance
Alternative
(Alternative 2)

Reduced Density
Alternative
(Alternative 3)

Clustered
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 4)

9-17: Under Existing Plus Project conditions
with PFE Road closed, the proposed project
would increase delay at the following state
highway intersections that currently operate at
a substandard LOS: SR 70/99 at Riego Road
and SR 70/99 at Elverta Road

Significant

Less than
Significant

Significant Q

Significant [

Significant Q

Significant Q

9-18: Additional transit patrons will not be
accommodated by existing transit service

Potentially
Significant

Less than
Significant

Potentially
Significant

Potentially
Significant

Potentially
Significant

Potentially
Significant

9-19: Under Cumulative Plus Project
conditions with PFE Road open, the proposed
project would cause PFE Road east of Watt
Avenue to operate at LOS E. Walerga Road
south of PFE Road and Baseline Road west of
Locust Road would have an increased volume
to capacity ratio of more than 1 percent at an
already substandard LOS

Significant

Significant Q

Significant Q

Significant [

Significant Q

Significant Q

9-20: Under Cumulative Plus Project
conditions with PFE Road open, the proposed
project would cause the intersection of Watt
Avenue at PFE Road to operate at LOS D, and
the following intersections to have an increase
in the volume to capacity ratio of more than

1 percent at a substandard LOS: Watt Avenue
at Baseline Road, Fiddyment Road/Walerga
Road at Baseline Road, Walerga Road at PFE
Road, and Cook-Riolo Road at PFE Road

Significant

Significant Q

Significant Q

Significant L]

Significant Q

Significant Q

9-25: Under Cumulative Plus Project
conditions with PFE Road open, the proposed
project would contribute traffic to the freeway
segment between Riego Road and Elkhorn
Boulevard on SR 70/99 and between Watt
Avenue and Eureka Road on 1-80, which would
be operating at LOS F under Cumulative No
Project conditions

Significant

Significant Q

Significant Q

Significant [

Significant Q

Significant Q

Key:
B Proposed Project preferred over the alternative
Q Alternative preferred over the Proposed Project

® No clear environmental preference between the alternative and the Proposed Project.
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2.0 Executive Summary

Table 2-3

Impact Summary Table — Proposed Project and Alternatives Before Mitigation

Impact

Proposed
Project

No
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 1A)

Community Plan
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 1B)

Floodplain
Encroachment
Avoidance
Alternative
(Alternative 2)

Reduced Density
Alternative
(Alternative 3)

Clustered
Development
Alternative
(Alternative 4)

9-27: Under Cumulative Plus Project
conditions with PFE Road closed, the
proposed project would cause Watt Avenue
south of Baseline Road and PFE Road east of
Watt to operate at LOS E. Walerga Road south
of PFE Road and Baseline Road from Watt
Avenue Walerga Road would have an
increased volume to capacity ratio of more
than 1 percent at a substandard LOS

Significant

Significant Q

Significant Q

Significant L]

Significant Q

Significant Q

9-28: Under Cumulative Plus Project
conditions with PFE Road closed, the
proposed project would cause the intersection
of Watt Avenue at PFE Road to operate at
LOS D, and the following intersections to have
a increase in the volume to capacity ratio of
more then 1 percent at a substandard LOS:
Watt Avenue with Baseline Road, Walerga
Road with PFE Road, and Cook-Riolo Road
with PFE Road.

Significant

Less than
Significant
for Watt
Avenue/
PFE Road

Significant
for
Walerga
Road/PFE
Road

Significant Q

Significant [

Significant Q

Significant Q

9-29: Under Cumulative Plus Project
conditions with PFE Road closed, the
proposed project would cause the intersection
of Galleria Boulevard and Antelope Creek
Drive to operate beyond acceptable LOS
thresholds

Significant

Significant a

Significant Qa

Significant o

Significant Qa

Significant ]

9-33: Under Cumulative Plus Project
conditions with PFE Road closed, the
proposed project would cause the freeway
segment of SR 70/99 between Riego Road
and Elkhorn Boulevard, SR 65 between Blue
Oaks Boulevard and 1-80, and 1-80 between
Watt Avenue and Eureka Road to operate
beyond acceptable LOS thresholds

Significant

Significant Q

Significant Q

Significant L]

Significant Q

Significant Q

Key:
B Proposed Project preferred over the alternative
Q Alternative preferred over the Proposed Project

® No clear environmental preference between the alternative and the Proposed Project.
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Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan EIR

Table 2-3

Impact Summary Table — Proposed Project and Alternatives Before Mitigation

No Community Plan AeaE n Clustered
Encroachment Reduced Density
Proposed Development Development " : Development
Impact ) . : Avoidance Alternative :
Project Alternative Alternative AETETe (Alternative 3) Alternative
(Alternative 1A) (Alternative 1B) (Alternative 2) (Alternative 4)
Air Quality
10-1: Construction activities would increase - R A I I
O oo ° °
short-term criteria air pollutant emissions Significant No Impact a Significant Q Significant Significant Q Significant
2(;1-i2$:3ilonncsreased regional criteria pollutant Significant No Impact a Significant Qa Significant L] Significant Qa Significant °
10-6: Inconsistent with the Placer County Air R Less than R s Lo N
Quality Attainment Plan Significant Significant a Significant Qa Significant [ Significant Qa Significant ]
10-7: Emissions of greenhouse gases R Less than R s Lo N
potentially contributing to global warming Significant Significant a Significant Qa Significant [ Significant Qa Significant ]
Noise
11-1: Construction equipment would generate
short-term noise level increases at noise- Significant No Impact a Significant a Significant ° Significant a Significant a
sensitive locations
11-2: Transportation noise sources in excess
of an Ly, of 60 dBA externally at the property . .
line in excess of 45 dBA internally at second Significant L?SS. t_han Q P_ote_n.ually Q Significant [ P_ote_n_t|a||y Q Significant Q
: " s Significant Significant Significant
floor elevations under existing conditions
(2005)
11-3: Transportation noise sources in excess
of an Lg, of 60 dBA externally at the property . . .
line and in excess of 45 dBA internally at Significant L_ess_ t_han Q P_ote_n.t|ally Q Significant ° P_ote_n_nally Q P_ote_n_nally a
- . Significant Significant Significant Significant
second floor elevations under future conditions
(2025)
11-4: Stationary noise sources within Plan
Area could produce excessive noise levels at Potentially Less than a Potentially ° Potentially ° Potentially ° Potentially °
noise-sensitive locations during project Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
operations
Key:
B Proposed Project preferred over the alternative
Q Alternative preferred over the Proposed Project
® No clear environmental preference between the alternative and the Proposed Project.
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2.0 Executive Summary

Table 2-3

Impact Summary Table — Proposed Project and Alternatives Before Mitigation

No Community Plan AeaE n Clustered
Encroachment Reduced Density
Proposed Development Development " : Development
Impact ; . : Avoidance Alternative .
Project Alternative Alternative AETETe (Alternative 3) Alternative
(Alternative 1A) (Alternative 1B) (Alternative 2) (Alternative 4)
Soils, Geology, and Seismicity
12-1: Topographic alteration resulting from Potentially Less than o Potentially o Potentially o Potentially a Potentially a
earth grading Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
12-3: Potential for increased erosion during Potentially Less than o Potentially o Potentially o Potentially a Potentially a
and after construction Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
12-5: Safety risk related to soil stability Potentially Less than o Potentially o Potentially o Potentially a Potentially a
Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
Hydrology and Water Quality
13-1: Re_duced stormwater quality during P_ote_npally No Impact o P_ote_npally o P_oten_ually ° Ppte_n_ually a Ppte_n_ually a
construction Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
13-2: Increase in runoff rate downstream of Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially ° Potentially a Potentially a
the site Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
13-3: Increase in runoff volume downstream of | Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially ° Potentially a Potentially a
the site Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
e . . . Potentially Less than Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially
13-4: Reduced water quality during operation Significant Significant - Significant - Significant - Significant - Significant d
13-5: Placement of fill or structures in Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially
100-year floodplain Significant No Impact - Significant d Significant - Significant d Significant o
13-8: Loss of grassy swales, potentially R Potentially N ° . ° Potentially
affecting hydrologic and water quality functions Significant No Impact d Significant d Significant Significant Significant o
13-9: Reduced water quality during operation P_ote_n_tlally No Impact a P_ote_n_tlally a P_ote_n_tlally a P_ote_n_tlally a P_ote_n_tlally a
Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
Public Services and Utilities
14-1: Increased demand for treated surface Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a
water Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
Key:
B Proposed Project preferred over the alternative
Q Alternative preferred over the Proposed Project
® No clear environmental preference between the alternative and the Proposed Project.
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Riolo Vineyard Specific Plan EIR

Table 2-3
Impact Summary Table — Proposed Project and Alternatives Before Mitigation
No Community Plan AeaE n Clustered
Encroachment Reduced Density
Proposed Development Development " : Development
Impact ; . : Avoidance Alternative .
Project Alternative Alternative AETETe (Alternative 3) Alternative
(Alternative 1A) (Alternative 1B) (Alternative 2) (Alternative 4)
14-3: Potential impacts to CFD facilities if . . . . .
wastewater facilities are shared with Placer P_ote_n t fally L_ess_ t_han Q P_ote_n.t|a||y Q P_ote_n_tlally Q P_ote_n_nally a Ppte_n_nally a
: Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
Vineyards wastewater flows
14-4: Potential reduction in water quality . . . . .
. . ) Potentially Less than Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially
resuiting ”OF“ accidental dlschgrge of Significant Significant - Significant - Significant * Significant ° Significant *
wastewater into Dry Creek drainage
14-5: Increased demand on wastewater Potentially No Impact a Potentially a Potentially ° Potentially ° Potentially °
treatment system Significant P Significant Significant Significant Significant
14-6: Increased demand for recycled water for | Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a Potentially a
nonpotable water use Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
14-12: Increased demand for public schools Significant L?SS. t'han a Significant Qa Significant a Significant Qa Significant L]
Significant
14-13: Increased demand for fire protection Potentially Less than o Potentially o Potentially o Potentially a Potentially a
services for project-level parcels Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
14-14: Increased demand for police protection
services and law enforcement facilities Less than
resulting from increased population, which Significant Sianifi a Significant a Significant a Significant a Significant ]
: ; ignificant
could cause or contribute to safety issues and
crime
14-17: Increased demand for existing public . . . . .
. L Potentially Less than Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially
par_ks and_ recreational facilities for new Significant Significant - Significant - Significant - Significant d Significant o
residents in program-level parcels
Hazards and Hazardous Materials
15-1: Accidental releases of hazardous
materials or hazardous waste during Potentially No Impact a Potentially o Potentially a Potentially o Potentially a
construction due to presence of Significant P Significant Significant Significant Significant
construction-related hazardous materials
Key:
B Proposed Project preferred over the alternative
Q Alternative preferred over the Proposed Project
® No clear environmental preference between the alternative and the Proposed Project.
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2.0 Executive Summary

Table 2-3

Impact Summary Table — Proposed Project and Alternatives Before Mitigation

No Community Plan AeaE n Clustered
Encroachment Reduced Density
Proposed Development Development " : Development
Impact ) . : Avoidance Alternative :
Project Alternative Alternative AETETe (Alternative 3) Alternative
(Alternative 1A) (Alternative 1B) (Alternative 2) (Alternative 4)
15-2: Release of hazardous materials or
hazardous waste during construction due to Potentially No Impact o Potentially o Potentially o Potentially a Potentially a
existing site conditions on project-related Significant P Significant Significant Significant Significant
parcels
15-3: Potential hazards associated with Potentially Less than o Potentially o Potentially o Potentially a Potentially a
unused wells Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
15-4: Accidental releases of hazardous . . . ) )

. - . Potentially Less than Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially
Ln;gf;i)li or hazardous waste during project Significant Significant - Significant d Significant ° Significant d Significant °
15-5: Potential health hazard caused by Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially ° Potentially ° Potentially °
mosquitoes and other vectors Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
15-6: Potential health and safety hazard . . . . .

- Potentially Less than Potentially Potentially Potentially Potentially
cau_sed by abandoned septic systems on Significant Significant - Significant - Significant * Significant d Significant *
project-level parcels
15-7: Potential health hazard caused by Potentially Less than a Potentially a Potentially ° Potentially a Potentially °
asbestos in older structures to be demolished Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
15-8: Release of hazardous materials or
hazardous waste during construction due to Potentially No Impact o Potentially o Potentially ° Potentially a Potentially °
existing site conditions on program-level Significant P Significant Significant Significant Significant
parcels
15-9: Potential health and safety hazard . . . ) )
caused by abandoned septic systems on P_ote_n‘tlally Lgss_ t_han o P_ote_n‘tlally o P_otep_ually ° Ppte_n_tlally o Ppte_n_tlally °
Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant Significant
program-level parcels
Key:
B Proposed Project preferred over the alternative
Q Alternative preferred over the Proposed Project
® No clear environmental preference between the alternative and the Proposed Project.
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